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i Abe Fortas. He has had little waln-
ing for the position other than being an
ntimsle crony of the President. This
may be the President's worst blind spot
25 he could not see the (rue Bobby Baker
whom be referred to as his strong right
arm, not Walter Jenkins who was his
most (ntimate associate at the White
House. In truth, the President got his
start from Aubrey Williams whosee rec-
ord reads much like that of Abe Fortas
if Abe Fortas has the qualifications o be
2 Supreme Court Justice why not lei. the
justice of Lhe peace try capilal cases
‘They would be as prepared as the man
who has been tapped to All the vacancy
of Arthur Goldberz.
APPENmT [
INTIANATIONAL JURIDICAL ASSBOCIATION

ik

Willtams, Oeorge Soule. and Bruoe Hilven
have been afflisted with the International
juridical Associatior:  Carey McWilliams s
3 mamper of the nauonal commitiee of the
crgasization; and Bruce Bliven and George
#oule ‘ofned {n sponsoring obe of the of-
fanization's public statements. (Bee Daly
Worker. July 38. 1938. p. 1)

Protmily the strongest evidence of the
‘ommunist charscter of the International
Juridical Associatton s (o dbe found In the
vecards of the persons who compose the
¥ganisatlon’'s Dational commitlee, Among
ikess Dersona, We find a substantial nucleus
« publicly svowed or provable members of
e Commmunist Party. At the beginning
«§ ihs study. therefars. we cite & partion
~{ the Communist records of Lhese persolis
#pbeenuently & sketch of the ofgADiESlION &
LWy and paucies wil add confirming evi-
ishce f (18 COmIMUNIAL Character
OF THE INTLRANATIONAL JURIDICAL

ARIOCIATION

fhe following persons are officers of Da-
1omal commitieemen of the Internatiopal
Juridical Association: Ueorge R. Andersen.
1. Duke Avnet, Harry Elmer Barnes, Darid
<. Beatall, Alfred Bettman. Clars G Bins-
waheer. J. f. Bollens. faul P Brissenden.
somepa H. Brodaly, sylvan Bruner. fugene
ipttom. Faul Coughlin, John P. Davig, Rich-
ird A. Dowung Oeorge Clifton Xdwards,
somas ! Emerson, [saac £ Pergusun. Az-
“hur Faber, Abe Fortas. Usmond K Praen-
2#l, Alexander H Prey, Leo (allagher. Llovd
H, Osarison, Walter CGelllorn, irvin Good-
snan. Hermsn A tiray  Nathan Greene.
{iscrse G (roal. Aubrey Urossman. Robert
1. dale, Poart M. Hart, lsaac 8. Heller, Jo-
rome K. Hellerstetn. R. W. Henderson, Rd-
wapd Haenry. Charies H Houston, Henry T,
Hunt, Abraham J. Iserman. Isadore Xats,
obers W Kennv, Paul 0 Kern, Carol King.
insenh Kowvner, Edward Lambd Yetia Lana,
afark Lauter. Oearge B. Leonard. Arthur Le-
#sued, Klias Liebernan. Max Lowenthal
Phrgood  Marshall, Jerome Michsel. Loute
7 woCabe, Carev McWilllams, Daviki X,
Hiles. Willlarn L. Nunzo. Patrick H. O'Brien,
pmepht A Padway. chad Poller. Justine Wise
Polier, Les Presaman, 3amuei L. Rothbard.
Fialph Sewnrd, Malculm Sharn. Anthony
Wayne Bmith. Perry J Stearns, Maurice
dugar. A. Ovrum Tapper, Colston E Warne.
sierbert T. Wecsler, Ruth Weyand, Carle
Fhitebead. Roy Wilkins, A, L. Wirtn, Na.
than Wits, Davia Zikind,

CFTICLALE

Arrrapix {1
Aummicar law YTUDENT'S ASSOCLATION
i Woolworth Bullding. Room 830;
New York. NY )
FACULTY ADVISORY BOARD
Horthwestern Uunlversity School of law:
ixan Leon Green.

Among the members of the National Clti- /PROPOSBED CONBULAR CONVEN-

a2 Political Action Committes Carey Mc- |
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Mew York University: Desn Jrank Som-
mers; Prol. F. D. Bloovery. Prcf. Augustin
Darby. Prof. Wildam Walsh; Prof, Herman

Grey.

8t. John's University: Vice Dean Jobn
Maloney; Prof. D, 8. Rdgwr, 8r; Prof. D. 8.
Pdgar, Jr.

COolumbia University: Prof EKlitot Cheat-
harm; Prof. Walter Qefthorn: Prof. Phllip
Jessup.

Brookiyn Law Bchool: Prof Jerome Prinoe:
Pruf. Abraham Rotwetn

Tale Law 8chool. Prof Fred Hodell. Prof
Abe Fortas

NATIOMAL EXECUTIVE ROARD

Robert Page. president.

Thomas Levinia, vice president.

Morris Engel, secretary

Norman Leonard, treasurer.
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‘TION WITH THE SOVIET UNION

The BPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentieman from
[ilinois [Mr. Dexwinsxi! is recognized
for 15 minutes.

Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr Speaker, last
week the astute Senator from Arkansas
{Mr. PuLsricrr] quietly sitpped, or, as 1
prefer to call {t. railroaded through the
Senate Committee on Foreygn Relations
the Consular Convention with the Soviet
Union. to which the Senate will be asked
0 rive its advice and consent.

It 15 interesting to note that s treaty
containing such vast implications slipped
through after one executive hearing, one
public hearing, and one execulive session
of the commitire The otuy witnesses to
3¢ heard at both the executive and pub-
lic hearing were the Secretary of Btate.
Mr. Rusk, and his lemal adtviser, Mr.
Leonard C. Meeker. To the best of my
knowledge, no other Government officials
were invited to appear, and individuals
and organisations of citizens were denled
the opportunity to expreas their opinions
before the committee.

There are significant threats to the
United States in the aoceptance of this
treaty. the most obvious betng the Soviet
practice of using consulmtes [or esplonage
purposes. 1n addition. Communist zov-
ernments have been Known Lo use their
consular activities for forms of bribery
and pressure on UBS. citizena who have
relatives in Communist lands or who
have inherited property therein.

Purthermore, the question of establish-
ing consulates obviously jeopardizes the
policy whereby our Government does not
recognize the forcible incorvorstion of
Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonla into the
UBSR. U we ahould, for exampie, es-
tablish consulates in any of the Baltle
States, {t would represent a de {acto rec-
ognition of Boviet, control winch would
be an international triumph for commu-
nism. Two other major citles in the
USS8.R. where the Russians might sug-
gost wo would eetablish a consulste are
Minsk, the capital of Byelorussia, and
Kiev, the capital of Ukraine. These two
siates have veaing rights at .he United
Nattons. It would be s mockery of jus-
tloe 10 conalder consular offices there. [
call the attention of the House to the bdill
T bave introduced to express the sense of
the Congress that the UB. Government
should estabiish direct diplomatic reia-
tions with the Governmenis of the

ey

Auqust 9, 1965

Tkrainian Soviet Boctalist Republic and
the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re-
punlic, as & means of dramatizing lhe
Boviet captivity of those lands.

Purthermore, during the hearings it
was disclosed that the Soviet Union does
not maintaln any consilate in the West-
ern Hemisphere. The acquiescence of
the United States to Soviet consulates
would set an obvious precedent that
would soon find the Communist ralers of
Moscow spreading their (nfluence in
Latin America by means of consular sc-
tivitles. What Latin American govern-
ment could refuse the request {or a con-
sulate after the ieader of the free worid
has extended this benefit to the rulers of
the Kremiin?

Mr. Speaker, although the ratification
of & treaty is the prerogative of the Sen-
ste, this is no valid reason for eoncerned

i Members (n the House to aft dack and
walch a treaty being railrosded through
the Senate Foreign Reistions Committee
for blind ratification by the cther body
Por over & Year the chalyman of the
flienate Poretgn Relations Committee
avoided the obligation of publie hearings
en the vital consular convention with
the USSR. and finally, in an arkitrary
and undemocrstic manner, ¢urbed the
hearings and raliroaded the sonvention
through the 3enate Committoe.

There is far more to this treaty than
hits the 2ye. Senste abjections so far
volced in opposition to i have been
largely mamginai in substance. In rail-
roading the treaty proponerits have been
negatively counting on such marginsi
objections Lo obtain a quick Senate rati-
fication. For over a vear they feared
exposing the treaty (o open publie hear-
ings where more substantial criticlams of
this Moscow-pleasing treaty oould be
heard.

There i3 still a chance to correst this
wrong i the responsible Members ef the
Benate vote to return the ireaty to the
Benate Poretzn Relations Committee for
an open and frank discussion of this
poorly drawn and ill-conceived Conven-
tion. Without all aspects of Lhis defec-
tive treaty carefully discussed and de-
bated, a bling ratification by the Senate
would only compound the wrong already
commitied.

Mr. Speaker, In view of the very per-
functory manner in which the Sesate
Poreign Relations Committee studied
this consular convention. I am asking the
chairman of the House Foreign Affairs
Committee to conduct a full-seale in-
quury into the impact the ratification of
the treaty might have on United States-
Boviet relations. as well aa the complica-
tions 1t would cause in the free world.

Mr. 8peaker, I further point out that
the Soviet Union is sggresstvely engaged
in aiding the Communist war effory in
Bouth Vietnam. We are aware tha!
Soviet-manned missies are in North
Vietnam and presumably are responsibie
{for shooting down American aireraft.

Evidently in return for direct, Soviet in-
volvement against our boys in Vietnam.
we will reward the Kremiin by permitting
them to establish consulates in this coun-
try and. may [ potnt out, grant thetr con-
sular officiais diplomatic immunity.

This is the wrong time for this treaty
There 1s much less emphasis from Mos-
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W Loese dsys on peaceful coexistenice
Maoscow's [eltures, as (ar as they face the
est, and specifically the United States.
WA OVIOUSIY an  unconcended souwl
Mosenw's voiCe—excepl, 80 IAl. on éco-~
aDIc Al ooaumercinl maiters—is be-
sugaing harsh and growiing.

We further recognize. Mr. Speaker,
s:at there cannot de any iegitimate trade
35 we gnow it with uhe Soviet Union.
Thelr persistent disrespect {or patent and
ropyright iaws, their destre for {tems (0
halp whetr mulitary and deavy lndustry.
ihieir disregard for Lhe consumer dems.nds
«f thetr own ciilzens, thelr wilingness to
D LS AL A o088 on Wie world mar-
Est—all glve evidence of the fmpricu-
cality of besic irade reistions with the
3inecow dictatorship. Obviously, this
snpsular cenvention cannot be of com-
caercial value W us.

May { DoLul vie w wie House thal mil-
jns of AMEericsn ave close refatives i
iatvia Lithuana, snd Estonia, Armenis,
{Jkralne, Syeiorussia. and vther non-
JLssIAn nauons of e soviet Union. All
nmunist governments have shown a
disrespect for property and inheritance
vights of U3 o1tizens. ‘The fadure to ex-
ract effeclive concessions or Lo obain &
suamadilee of @ change in policy by the
18 8 K. 1n thus consular convention ren-
sders {0 meanungiess tn this area. The
sslily  of  coercion. bribery, even
Hackman are evident if Soviet consular
Aficiais hase  he Jednm to Cuain
Linugbout e Jnite d Slates

i bret Meancgs neid mothe Sen-
aw Al OF Slate navely ex-
Sidlng Al the weallvn [or possibie eon-
aynies DAS ot Deca discussed. 1 find
(s staremsnii imposcible to Delisyr  Ac-
sofding (o Mr. 2usk, prelminary Jqiscus-
stona were heid ‘n 1961 and serious dis-
“ussions cemmenced (n 1963, Certainly,
i &1l the time that has eispsed, soms dis-
ausson  ust be oeid as W where
e aaviets .oped (0 place thelr consuing
sifices. e realy does NOL even spectfy
14riet reciurocity (N ihe numboer of con-
SUAT [ocaLions

1% mught well be, Mr. Speaker. (had ihe
Soviets will reguesl permission o estab-
Hsh & consuiate in ocos. ¥la., Colum-
“is (., 204 Los Alamor, N. Mex., where
they coul! not only conduct commercial
activities but be adjacent to our facilities
at Cape Kennedy, Port Benning, and Los
Ajamos Proving Grounds.

Mr. Speaker, may i quotwe the Secre-
iary uf Blate:

And 10 ths axtent, sir that we can butla
w5T% peece n the world and setablish nor-
mml relations, the probiems raised by oe-
plonage duninwen. It is in pertods of tension
and corisis and controversy and rivalry and
2cmed confrobtations where ihe problem of
AEE{OARE ETOWS

1 I understand sdministraton ex-
planations properly, the prociem ot
armed confronuation and the controversy
in Vietham grow as Boviet support of the
Communist forces there increases.
Therefore, by Secretary Rusk’s own
words, this s the wrong lime for us to
nier nto ihis consular conventlon

M1 Speaker, an excellent background
o {nis Ixsue 13 furnishec by the National
Captive Nations Committee which has
eonsistently calied for open and honest
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hearings on ihiy treaty [ Include the
committees appeals to Senator Ful-
BRUGAT s part of my remarks, followed by
an inclsive article written by the com-
mittee’s chairman, Dr. Lev B. Dobrian-
aky, of Georgetown University, titied
“The Second Treaty of Moscow™:
Avcur 1. 1968

Non. J W PoLssmy,

Charman. Commuilire on Porrign Relations,

U.S Semste Washington, D C

Dran Ma. Cxareman: Interested groups and
citisens have waited over a year now for a
frank and open discussion of the second
treaty of Moscow. namely the coasular con-
vention with the USSR The on-and-off
favcet treatment sinoe June 1984 evidently
suggesta fearful doubt on the part of the
wealy's advocates s& to the prowpect of its
mtification by the Senate.

In one of the “on™ phases of thla grand

manever, recent press aocounts ¢ ¢, “Hear-
ing Due on Russian Consular Pact” the
Washington Post, July 27, 1945: have an-
nounced that ube hearings will 10t be defi-
nitaly held Howsver. to our amasement. &
meimber of your staf Mr Cari Marcy. stated
tn & letter addressed to me and dated July 33,
1088, that except {or the appearatice of SBecre-
tary Rusk. “it s not kpnown sl this time
whether the comunittes will call other govern-
mental or pubdlic wilnesses on the conven-
ton. "
- We sinioerely hope that this doss not mean
the contempiation of s further naneuver of
ramming thia iii-advised and harmful treaty
down the throsts of our people without fair
and open hearings This commiitee sirongly
urges the calling cf such hearings now

The :mplications of this treaty ure far
grester and nore disedvantageors o s than
08t Americans are aware of A biind ratifl.
~aucn by the Henate wouid meen a tremen-
4o diplomatic viclaly [(or imperio-coluniag-
15t Moscow By virtue of hia an:iquated and
ralsleading conceptions of the “oviet Union,
which even the iste Adlai B Stevenscn tact-
Duly repudiated (n November 158]. Secretary
Ruak can scartely be regarded as the sole,
adequate witness. The treaty !s Dased on
flse political assumptions: {n terms of ob-
‘sctive reality as against an arbitrary ar-
rangement hetween the Departrient of State
ana the Moscow totaijtanans, it s subjsct
0 legal question; and by rtrtue «of the baslc
shortcomings, he treaty as drawn stands to
amkR mockery of numerous official pro-
aAcuncements

fhe reasons justifying these “oints should
29 Openly discussed before Lhe Sennte acta
<0 aay ratification of this treaty. We trust
N Tour sense of fairness to make thts posstble.

With Kiddest regaras and best wishes,

Bincersly
. Lxv E. D seansxr.
Chatrman.
Agurer 41908
Hon J W Pursareny.
Chatrman. Commitice on Foreign Relstions,
U8 Senate, Washington DC.

Dxag Mz, Crammax: The action taken by
Yyour committes on the Consutar (onveption
with the T3 3R without frank and open
pubiic hearing confirms the frst potnt in our
»iter of August 2, namely the fearful doubt
uii the part of the treaty’s a:dvocates as 0
the prospect of ita ratificatton by the Nen-

Those who spesk piousty and loudly adbout
extremist and the conatant need for open and
orttion] democratic discusstcn of our foreign
policy might well, in the quiet of their con-
acience. reflect on ths crem discrepancies
between their words and tbeir deeds. This
action of toreciosing publie ciscussion of 3
treaty, which even conosptuaily and legally
s contradictory and fallaciosts in parts, can-
not but be riewed ss the very negation of
the democTaie proosss.

18997

As [ Lave pornied vut 0 an srtiche on “The
Second Treaty of Moscow” {CONGREMIOMAL
Ravoen, Peb 8, (068 pp 1119-3133) a diind
Telification of the Convention would form
snother chapter in our long, inept dealings
with the Russisns and expose us to the charge
of betng & nstion of hypocrites when the
President and others prociaim our “devotion
10 the Just aspirations of all psople for ns-
tional independence and huzaaa Mberty.”
This treaty ¥ & confArmation of Russis's
tmperio-colonialian within the DASR. and
further svidenos of our diplomatso ineps! tude
in the coid war, not tw say our grave laok of
ungerstanding of America's rune enamny
The tragedy of all this is that. lke i Viet-
nAm, our peopls have to pay for such tmepel-
tude and fallure in bivod and treasure.

Bincerely vours.
Lxv £ Doskiamexy,
Chaprman.

THz Sccond TREATY OF Moscow

¢BY Lev £ Dobriansky)

At the close of 1754 the Amaerican peopis
seernad Lo deaire pewce soove all else  Ac-
carding w 3 rellabie pollater, about 88 per-
cent cf the Amertcan publle /avored ibe
partial test ban treaty with “"Russls.” ‘his
despite the doubtisss advinces made by
Moscow from 1t3 previous supermegatonic
testa’'  Appraximately 81 percent feft that
by keeping militarily strong we could avold
& global war: the prospect of Deing cornered
in 7 such a dissstrous conflagration through
ocontinued rold war advances by the Red to-
talitarians was not considersd. And some
83 perceni, ignorent of or wishfully im-
pervious to aJ past experience, advoosied at-
tempta al reacalug agreements with the to-
taitartas revunes 10 lbe hope of reallzing
world peace regardiess of Lhe sustavement of
SLe-LNrd w0 the Kiman race [he conswar
coftveniton th the USSR 18 supposed 10
» a4l eLdupie of such agresments.

DU Jine i, M4 ' he convenmion was signed
in Moscos and i) days iater was swbmisted
w the US Henate for raufostson. Unitke
the Lest ban iresty it repressnts the fret
bllastarai agreemnent between the United
Stales and the UBSR. However, ke ‘he
treaty of Moscow, which the Smet ban pact
cane o be known under Russiasn propeganda
ausplces. (e convention was copsummated
13 she chusl imperio-coloninlied oapisad of
ths worid aad bas provided fwrther propa-
ganda fodder for Moscow. Russias props-
gandists nave [ost little Lune in ofiering this
260000 pirce ol evidence as confirmation of
Moscew 8 intentions to seowpe worid peses.
For, alter ai. aDd .n the record, both pects
originated 0 and bear whe stamp of Maseow,
tne vangusrd of wirid “pesce.” Indesd, we
might a8 weil call the convention the wec-
ond treaty of Moscow It Gwly ubeanny
how low Jnd huw uttle our capeglty s for
propagands sdvantage and valus.

President Johnson was quick e bail thip
secoad ‘realy of Moscow. Nefare it was eon-
cluded, he 1aid, "1t & hoped that this trsety
w1l De a sied 'arwiard 1o developing under-
RANAING Jefween the Lwo cORRMIas which
A @0 .mpurtant 10 conunwing the strugyle
for peacs. ' The President bas the illwsory
concepticn that the USBR. s not oaly »
COURUY such as ours but slso & nation. e
noted also 4l the time thast the treaty would
e “the first biateral (two-nation; treaty
between the United States and the Sovriet
Unlon."* A few days iater, when It wes con-
cluded. Johnson calied {t “s signileant swp
W our contioulng efforw o incresss gop-

‘Harmis, Louls “Public Pavoes
With Reda on Peace.” & mationwids pynei-
osted articte

"The svening Star. Washington, D.C.. day
a7, 1964

*The Washinglon Post, Weshington, DO,
May 28, 1984,
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“ases and endermtanding * ¢ Aad on June 13
in, his Mesmage to the Ssnsts e apprOviagly
fertured 1 recoaumend uant the Bensie give
sa6sy and EAvesaDie considerstion (0 the ees-
seaitun and prowosl submitisd Merewith
and give 1e advios and consemt 1o thak
raitfieation,” !

Apparently #t thal mameat JokmeoR
w;mmnmu-umn-
st snd wmosh. In e glowang spirts of
‘pummm‘mmmn
the Presiéent in batiing the treaty of Mescow
1, Poregn Mnirter Andrel 4. Qromyko, k¥

63 th Ve normalimation sod taprovemment
of velalions between the Boviet Uniom and
ims United Bales.”* As e shall see later.
e omd good ressoRl W vHEW e UeAly a8 B
wowitive slep.”  Also, many editoriai comi-
merits tm the United States appears: o o=
sourage the “oerly and favorable coisideri-
ston” sought by the President Omne lanpe
Hew York ongan chesrved then, “The conclu-
won M 8 30VML-AIErioAD CORSUIAr agres-
ment [DATES AL (MPOrtant step owand fur-
iher wormallzation of relstions Deiween the
Tnited States nnd the USSR ™" Anouher,
iy 'Wasnington. 4ad this o sy, “That the
w0 countries ook 10 years o conwe W e
“hreabald of euch 3 routlne apd aormad
agresmen: g sobering indesd.” " Prom ows
standpotnt, We haven't sesmned {0 learn much
shout the Sortet Union thess par XN
jears, particularty the changes (n relations
Between the non-Russian republics and Mos-
% within the UIBR. iteell.
FACKOUT PON YIRE CAMPANN

Dlempite all this high-powered approval of &
s aquestionable treaty. fear suddecly
etzad 1ta Mivorates. Bersous doubt spread
i ENIRITTILNG circles about the ease with
wiiaa retifoation cotid be obmined. The
Ravublican lesdership In Congrem degsn 0
sueedom the prodence and vandity of rhe
pact  Benator Evxxxrt M. Doxszw. of I1l-
a4 iR MINOCItYy isader, blwmtily stated thal
the weaty wouid De “an unprecedented
conoWslon 0 the Soviet Umion.” He di-
couiad Ms erfticism chiefly at the diplomaiie
imamUnIGy provided lor eousuler officers wiho
are suppossd o be prineipally concernsd
#ith Wwece N comsultatve duties.  With
hi provisin. they would be immTune from
POSSEEHOR fOF YIS, IDCIWRING ADIONMS.
Sevator BoUNKE B HIONENLOOPEW, high-
ranxi Repudlican of the Poreign Heistions
EGEIIiED, eemplained sharply sbout the
et of sdvabce eonauitasion on the pert,
whsh was now Deing submitted for the
HgumEte's ~sdvies and consent.”

iy firet furry f sttacX frightened the
ixMnocTAUC JemdersnIp 1IN0 POSLpODIng DeNr-
togw om e treaty until the next Congres
i P88 As ome report had it “In an elc-
itow yewt. the admintstration would prefer
2ot D sngage in & full debats on the merits
s 1% polctes towsrd the Soviet Unfon.”’
This obseTvution was amply confirmed when
the ehairmaan of the tSenate Poreign Relaticns
Tommittee, Senator J. W Porsmtamr. iet (¢
% EpownE that Do hearings would be schéd-
uied oR te pact. The diackout action
iayem Wag Rot ondy In response to the inftial
Zsrablican opposttion but aiso to the hesvy
sriiieal mall pourtng into Congress from the

+The Washington Post, Washington, DC.
Fune 3, 1904

3 OYowoREISoN 1L Reoowp, June 13, 1964, pp.
1319192,

“=Tinked Siates, Boviet Unson Mign Acoord
s Setabiishing Oomeutar Foste,” Assoctsted
Froms, alosoow. June 1, 1904,

(yie Cpmeaiar Treaty,” the New York
Thumes, liny 30, 1904

+ Sfsloome Aocord,” the Washington Fust,
L2y 3, 1904,

= Johneon Seeks TO Keep Bed Pact Out of
Foinios,” (ke Swaday Star, Washingwos, D.C.,
Saue @8, 1904
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aged. )

dential campaign, wWhem lesues shiouid be
thoroughly examined. In his scorplance
speech the Hepublican candidate, Semaior

the permameat csptivity of s doram DO~
Russian Aations in the USBR and opsting

prooage. reckew, and propaganda (now be-
iore Poreign Keiations Oommittes for ratif-
cation).” * A second, widely distribuied

a8 spy centers and means of duress and pro-
paganda among Americsn othnfe growps.”
AD npeR dlscussion Of there a8d 1olaing patnts
#ould undoubiediy have comtriduted % &
roductive national farwn, which in easelen
3 presidential campaign showld be.

ON THE TYZ OF & NTAKIWG

Following the adminlswation’s stintegy, an
-samination of the Consular Qouvenuion is
iug confinied to the Senats and its Comumit~
tee on Poreign Ralations. Of courss this
doesn't mean thai others won't taks an im-
terest in the subject, but by no means could
it be of the scope aAnd depth that a campaign
o imues would have oocasioned. At this
sTiting ihe treaty i8 being discusssd in few
cireies, while preparstions are being made for
asarings by the 3enate Poreign Relstions
Committee. Tt will be Intersating ic observe
how close and thorough the hearings and ex-
saiination will be.

By ali evidenou, the conoeptioiw of the
somInities’s ChAUrman regarding the Soviet
ajon % De coudtersd DY several of the
fundamen:al criticisms directed againet she
Convention. In his unforgectable address
last year on “Poreign Policy—Oid Myths and
New Realitied. ” Senator PoLMMNTY made the
sound potnt that “If we are to disabuse our-
velvas Of old myths and to act wissly and
residvely upon ihe new reallties of gur time,
%9 must think amd talk sbout ouwr probiems
with perfect fresdom.” Then be appropri-
iwly quoted Woodrow Wilsom: “The great-
set reedom of speech is the grestest safety
bocause L & mab M & fool, the bes: tAing 0
{0 18 Lo encoursge him to advertiss the {act
1y speaking.” Evideotly, the proyeneots of
the Convanton wers unwilling to benk on
this truth during the campeigo.

Por some time now the afflable Senasor
from Arkansss has clung 10 the zayth that
some “300 milllon Russians mhibit the S0~
vist Union, let aions Whe earth.® In the ad>

ifean Win Polley: Jehason We-Wia Pellcy”
Washingten, DO, W84, p. 8. -

“ “puibrght Avks Detain of Goldwaterh
Tiews,* Associated Prem, July 88, 1968
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rons quoted ADOVE e strikes & Furiler YR~
jeal note about Lbe Soviet Dmiom belng o
normal aisie with Dermal and iraditionsd
intarestn.”® That is, 2 state stiflar Lo QuP
n Mruesars, composition amd “for Oertatn

“ belmvior. Thess Gad Yelwted

acoepied by every thinkiag Amarissn.
Gebate should have been staged I the
eampatgn. In fact, it W high tune for
other “grest debetw” in Oongress aid agross
the Nation on fundamental subjoets ik
U.8. policy towsrd the Soviet Uniom and the
Reed for & cvherent Americas coddl War stwe-
agy. A staged decate on iess e Dae
desn long overdus. Mm:msz
crete and apecific subject beforw the Sens

own committee that should prove t0 Be &

of heaithy discussion the BeDatr sNES ¥
oRCOUIsgs.

PoLmicKT himesl! views the ireaty s 8
suall step Wward “nosmalixing and reguiar-
iging” relations with Russia Nevarthelem.
“we must think and talk about our problems
with perfect freecom It wouM de tnterest-
ing t0 00 Whether the Senator Rimnelf s in-
taliectually witng to shed scens of his 8-
crusted myths about the Soviet Tailon. O
the srfese, the subject of oconsular esOheRgss
Appeans Int and pix 1; bemeath,
it is fraught with profound implicstions ser
our mora! and poiitical pasitian ta the oodd
war.

The Btate Department haa, of courss. deem
pressing for heary Senate seppart of tha
tremty. It naturally would ks S0 we 8
work., which was started with @ASOWSSIORS
about the iZealy ia (940, whea Khrusheher
was here, and accelerated by actual Begotis-
tions beginning !n S:prember 1063, brought
e a point of final culmination. Om a tecipro-
cal basis, the pact would lead Brwt to the
estedtishment of comsuistes i New York smd
Lentngrad. and Mwen gradeally tchade ether
citien, very ilkeiy Chicage and Sea Prematece
here, Odesse and Viadivossok thase,

Supporters of the reaty kesp sipeasing the
miher cutworn, seif-legitunating Argument
thst this would be xnother step toward the
eastng of ensions. Whether 1t squares with
e damands of political realities nmd what
® impiles for the aspirations of milBens of
aen-Russian oaptives in the USAR ame
considerations of negligible worth. Ansther
chief argumasnt sdvanced ia has the paes
would furniah more protection for U4, etdi-
sens Taveilng snd tesiding In the UBAR.
The case of Prof. Prederick 0. Barghoorn,
who in 1963 was detained for & peeded of 19
dags before American oficiale wits notified.

ficiencies and disadvantages of the latter.
The Oomvention requires for retifeation
a two-thirds majority o the Senste and the
Posstdent’s signature Defove hevemting lew.
Shauid 1S come W pum. the Wiy 2 & b
of the land would also conoiude »

!

ing of the thirtiss which In many sseas
viewed the USSR s “s great (xpestmaent.”

# Ossvepmussonar. Racoas, Marh 38, 1064,

Approved For Release 2005/08/16 : CIA-RDP70B00338R000300040024-5



Approved For Release 2005/08/16 : CIA-RDP70B00338R000300040024-5

{3000

and dipiomatye Dlessings on he eternsl eski-
darity of dovied Russia's inwenal ampae.
T reader shouid And MOSt COAARMAG W00
“ate Deparunents wiggly and vecuows re-
spnnes 1) this essential criticiem “the el
rention dOes NOL dea: With the qesstlon of
sysding colsniale which will be Whe subject
i wparnia Degotiations.” * Net enly i8 e
sonneplLal eanstruction of the Uoavention
sverlooked bl a0 one's credulity is amed
to the noint of belleving that with the
igundation 1aid by the Coavention ORX
Deparument of State would  religonsly
abserve the ussan "eon-Nwsxian lLne of
HSISAPCALION.

#inally. and worse stlll. as an additicnsl
stirp toward pesceful coexirtence, the Com-
seqiion depriven 38 o & coki war advantage
#ith no nerliel merifics by the Russians. '
Fast, &8 shown above, 18 plays Desutifully Iato
Svied Rosian bands. It also mMakis mock-
a7 of the President’s ewn etmemente. In
shiere 2 rattonnl slternative to this f1i-advised
CEmmveRtlion 7

TARK ALTERNATIVE OF AMBASSADORIAL
L8 HANGES '

in his APril 3. 1984, statement on NATO.
Fraauiens Johnsoun streesed. “la particuiar we
must be alive 10 LDe new spirit of divermty
‘hay's wow sbrusd 0 Easters Surops.” By
3il weans, W4s do W, 3tarting with the multl-
astionsd USHR The consular pact runs
SHUNTEY %0 thia sietement. DU the 10itial oo
stabilshment ¥ UHS. Kmbessies s Ukraine
wivi Byeiorussis would demachetzate bow uuly
alive @ ae W L8 ‘spirily of diversity.”
Bot obly Wbl 1t would reslie wih grealer
siiectivenines Al the oDjectives sited lor Lhe
SHHSIaT DRCL MILBOUS WEIDG AAY MVaRiage
i pracipie or Kiad tn the everpresent cold
wnr  sOre. i1 coOWRAL (0 We past. 1t wouid
Faroish 90)8CLIVE CT 12 whe P ‘s
wmmas 1 we are to iive logelher in pance.
0 GAUSL 00T L0 KDOW ench oihes Detses.”

128 hmeal
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i e the USAR Constitition stipulates
st “Eash Unton Repubile has te right to
mver Into direst pelations wiih forngD Mates
and 10 0c0OCIVGS AGTESENARE ARd Y BARgS
repressutatives With hem” (2} bmng
chortes membery of the United Nelions,
Ukrainge and Ryeiorwssia are @0 [(aet0 ree-
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with joreign atales, MUt IR WOy MCHN
from the Boviet Unson.

Many other poneibis arttisbems, suoh a the
oust of this action om sw ROBMOSPRINON Of
Red Chinn. the poamtitiy of Mancew rejeet-
g our offer. or the attitwiy of eurallion were
0 oanvincingty answessd thas the

ognmea by ws * (3) despite a and
ABOruUve APt by the British Qovernment
(047 W maks direct diplomails tacy

|

Bvery coucelvable eriticiem of the resolu-
4on was ireated, including those submitied
iy the State Deparument in apposition 0
e proposal® The Dapartment expresssd
itanld twice, once i3 & stalament, dated June
4, 962 to Senstor H. Alexander fmith, who
ook & keen (nterest ln this, amdi iater. on
March 23, 1844, in & communicstion o tbe
“hairmap, uf the House Poreign Alfalrs Com-
cuttes, Mr. Robert B Chiperfleild Both
slatements are virtually alike.

1o view of ita present pressure for the con-
sular pact, it ls interesting to nole some of
the Department's arguments against ambes-
sadorial exchamge. Owme, It 1 “doubtiul
whethar the American people would look with
favor upan an increasm in the number of
Commubpist misslons in the Unitod Biates.”
Twa, it "would requirs s iarge expenditure
«of money by the US Oovernmeri” These
(wo major arguoents might just as well be
applled against the consular pact. Again,
tpying is a two-way street, and the multiple
henafits 0 be csrived from ambdessadorial
sxchanges would more than justify the
money sxpeaded.

The Department also srgued that US
2m jes L0 Ukraine and Byelorussia would

Unoe ¥ cast saids Wbe and
sSTItALIOna myLns mentiened esriler. we
t2n oemin W onderstand that soareety half
% the populstion In the UB S K i Rumias
amd whar Kiev. the nationsl capital of Uk-
BiES, 13 B0 JOULOA COULETDEIT af (BIDHEN
2% 18 Minsk. the Bysiorumsta capital, » sub-
£MaLIve paralisl te Sen Prancieco.” ia shorn,
“he Unfted Siates 18 & single nallomn. the
URAR B Dot—ive 4 diversly of Btions
Thus, Kaeally, § we w’e wim and W L0
sursaives KBd RO 9 (e TEAlMties W e
HASR. ws shouid urge 8 domsuter pact for
Aumian ctsles, (e Lemingrad. In federnsed
Znem ¢ The Bsstan Seviet Pederative S0-
kb4 MAPUDIIC) SARINMSURIvElY (Laking the
wnsuistes with our Embeesy 1 Husiias
Memrow. AL LDe samme UM, In Denad of
rwilistic contaria with divemse Naions, we
sscaid S0 Drofler direst and full Gipicime-
o remiions Witk UNraine and Syeloransa.
&5 leaat a8 A SEATL

3ta nportant subject of ambasaderial
ssrhanges with the national government: of
3 nom-RuUsSIAn repubtios tn e USSR
65 M1 VAR MOTe interesiing backgrouna
than the SONKIAT SONYER KON,

ia 1953 s spectal mibcommttitee of the
o Pareirn ANalirs Committee considered
F98FV anDevl DErGAINIDG 1o the exchange of
zxrahassadors with Ukraine end Brelonmsia *
Hoaringer oa House Osmcurremt Desoiution
38. which wan sponsored by the late Oom-
grescman Lawrence H. Bmith, of Wisconstn.
Smought out these sallems facts: (1) Articls

“eperument of HYtate ocammunication.
May 14, 1984

# Btate of thie Union messsage. Jan. &, 1963,

2 9ee DobefanaXy. Lev K, "“Nations. I'eo-
wmss, and Countries wn the USSR." 78
7110, Washington D.C.. 1964.

? "Pavoring Extenston of Diplomatic Re-
ailons With the Republios of Ukraine and
Bywiorussia.” U8 GPO, Washiagiom. D\C..
1983

halster the myth of their sovercignty and
pave the way fof furtbher participation of
these ~epublics In international organiss-
tions. Surely TS, diplomatic nrisstons (o
Huigarta, CoechoslOYakia, and the other ap-
uve counWles are no evidence of thewr
sovereignty. ‘Tha second point i utterly
specicus when one suxrveys, for example,
‘kralne’y participation in the Intersstional
rabor Organigation, UNESCO, ind many
other bodies.

Aaving embasies (n the oounizies takem
aver by ‘he Communista with The belp of
the Soviet Rumian armies doss not 10 any
tegree Impty recognition of the miliiary
ZETesaion agatnat them by Communist Rus-
sg ur the regunes [nstalled thareln. It s
1 ruatter of stmple and practical xpediency
n our part, which would provice us with
addittonal opportunity to know at Grst hand
whit is actuaily gaoing oo in thees two Cap-
<1ve nations.

Who 1s colopialist and Linpertalist?
the USSR
to

aptnion
The United Siates or
ke this opportunity
gamdit and to fiad out
foels about Uxraine amd Byelorussda, which
it claims are “fres and soveretgn” and which
7day not only maintain diplomsatic relations

» “Ravigw of the Ualted Natiens Chartes,”
(4. Ssnate Commities on Foreign Relations,
U.8. GPO, Washingwon, D.C, (088 pp. 1839
1881.

Y Dobriansky, Lev E.. “The DUlemma of the
Stabe Deparument oa Diplematio Relations,”
the Ukraininn Quarterty. vol. X. spring 1984,
op. 150-108.

Actuafly, no sericus study of this sabject
was undertaken. In 1968, Unfiwr Seervinry
of State Murphy admitted this 5 the writer.
Two years !ster. Amistany Bemrwinry WHlam
B. Macomber confirmed this favt when. in

hae no record of a study veth s yeu M-
scribed having heen made sabsopesnt to Ty
Hme." 2 He enciosed s copy of the Depart-
ment's 1963 statement to Mr OhiperSetd.

The need for a fuft exmeninadton of this
U@ ¥ more preming now theti sver defore.
The bastc criteria for diplometie recoguition.
4 set forth by Becretary of Staw John Poster
Dulies in an Oversone Press Otud sddress in
Maith 1954, are fully matiefied DY fhe pro-
posal  for ambwesadorial with
Ukratne and Brelorusels. Yhey entafl (1)
usel winess of dipolmatic iglereures—infr-
mational. peyeholomonl, eultwral, ste, M)
absence of any merai approval of the govere-
menta fnvoived. and {3) no tndonee hosttlity
toward the United Mates. There 19 ne prob.
fein om this scove

The real problem is the mytixieal notions
that many hartior with renpect %) the URSR.
They represent the case of ojd myths adout
ofd realittes. The ooceston for Tenete fodg.
ment on this consular pact 38 Ws0 an ootR-
shom for tudgment on ambeithfwrial -
changes. As tho President Bed 100 JoNg MO
et i, Uur gonrd 8 ep, BBt eur and s
owtl.” Wuestion: Wil the hand TeRaS froe-
tared by oid mythe?

=L

DOCUMENT NO. &

Mr. FRIEDEL. Mr. Spoaber, [ ssk
manimous consent for the immediate
consideration of House Resslution 507.

The Clerk read the heuse resolstiom,
s follows:

Remtved, That there B9 [etated for the
ome of the House 5f Representatives ane hun-
dred thirty nne thousand sevem hundred
adattional coptes of Senate Docwment Na. 46
which containa a brief exptanation of ihe
slements f cntitlement W ald benefita
avallable under the hospital Ingssancs beme-

fits for the iged and the supplementary
medical insurance henefits for the eged -

seted ‘n the Hocial Security Amendments of
1985 pursuant 1o HR. 6675,

The SPEAKER. & there oljestion 0
the reauest of the geniiemes Trom
Marytand?

Mr. HAYS. Mr. Spesher, reserving
the right to ocoject. i the tnterim, the
genitieman haa expiained this Bl o me
st length and n great depth snd, there-
fore, I will Dot object fiwthee.

* Dobrianaky, L+v K., “Nwvivel Interest
US. Diplomasio Reletions With Uraine and
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Tareign Afatrs held immediate hearings
0 this il-advised pact. Aithough it
3 not within the juriadicton of this body
of Congress (o ratufy or reject the treaty,
6t in view of Senstor PULMISHT'S &l
bitrary denial of hearing export publie
wihoamses ADd other Covernment wit-
nesses, SUCk 88 ouy Director of the Ped-
=ral Baresa of Investigation, J. Edgur
Hoover, it i our moral obligation both
#s Represeritalives of he people and
zitizens of this republie Lo aflord at leanst
the opportunity for s fair, bonest, and
spen pubiic examination ol this danger-
5 and sonlradietory pect.

44 August 4 I wrote w the disin-
saihed charman of the House Foreign
Afinirs Committee, Dr. Thomas K. Mor-
£an_ asxing for possibie commitiee CoD-
sideration. This afternoon I have again
summunicaied with Dz. Morgan, hoging
thai In view of the gTave qUeSUONS in-
+oived, the growing public snxety, and
ihe ek of Senate scrutiny, the Foreign
Allairs Committee will study the matler.

Anyone who has taken the trouble io
raada the Senste Poreign Relations Comi-
mitlee publication on the “Consuler
{lshvention With the Soviet Union ™
unsistng of & single hearing with Bec-
ietary of State Dean Rusk and hls aids,
cannot but be impressed by both the
rigged character of the hearing and the
For example. on page 1 the chalrman
repliss to & member of the committee
st it “wouid have to vote on it after
¥¢ have committee hesrtngs” As
“hoh o eonirm Senator Mickenloop-
=1"§ abvious suspicion, only one hearing
‘wR8 heid, involving only the Departmerrt
s« Atate. and not heanngs, affording

hiose who Are oDPosed 1o the treatly the
/reedom Gf ppen. critical discussion.
Aj 10 confusion of thought on this
“Eaky, on page 3 there 18 & caption “Con-
suisr Contvention with Russia” The
itie of the ramphlet and the actonl
‘Teaty N subsiance aceurately refer to
the “Consular Convention with the So-
+iet Unjon.*  4s many of aur universtty
sradfuste students in East Puropean
yiiem now ¥row. Rusela and the Ho-
viet Unfon are not synonymous. Is this
‘reaty with Hussta or ‘s 1t with the
JABRY Lomeaily and historieally it
=anmot be with both. Yet we have the
apeiiacle here. beanng the imprint of
s of our highest legiaiative commit-
=228, fallaciously econfusing the two,
«hieh in many o graduate school would
TAle 8 7O,

Ur. fipeaker many sther rxamples of
iael of understanding and confosed
thought regarding this treaty may be
«ited. To prevent a biind ratificarton of
s pact by our sister body, I urge the
:sadessip of this Chamber to call for
immediate, open and publie hearings on
ihe treaty by our Foreign Affaire Com-
mitee. viting Mr. Hoover and private
cithiens to testity. In our democratic
frameworx this is the least that our eit-
ZME AN eXpect—an open, frank. and
eriiical disoussion of a seemingly mnoen -

To deinonstrate the conflies of views
=0 Lhig tamie, which in all {airness shouid
3 given = thoroughly legisiative alring,
1 recuest that the following ttemas be ap-
prwied to my remarks; Pimst, the Au-

[RSP—
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gust 13 editorial on “Normal Relations”

tn the Richmond News Leader; sscond,

the August § Waahington Post aditoral

on the “Consular Convention” and the

Tull and unedited reply to it by Dr. Ley
Dobriansky

[Prom the Richmond (Va.) Newy Leader,
Aug. 13, 1968]
Noamal RELaTiONS
ot bhand econcerning the
with Semator FuLsAmET
aagineer. which was done 10 gt the
Sovist Consular Treaty eus of the Sensw

sopasal came forth with semss famiare earty
in 1404 Ns purpose wes 90 snablc the B0
vist Tmton 90 sstablish consulates in varsous
of the Unitad States aDd t0 1ot the

H
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The consular Wenty bas long been in seem-
g repusa. Lats lasey month, tbhe usial Dints
lseked out: The proposal was Deing revived
rven though Soviet antagonien wis at s
height. The schalarty and tovial thatrman
of the Cepsive Mations Commities, Prof, Lev
Dobriansky, wrote (o the Senate Poreign Re-
atins Commities as Just ome wittwes who
wanted Lo tesufy st public hearings. Dr.
Cobrianscy is & specialist in Soviet afalrs
1o !s frequently called upon s an cxpert

opponent, was not there. Thus after Ms-
tentng only to the viewpoint of the admim-
istation, the controversial treaty weot to
the Senats fioar,

Among the srguments that femaior Pon-
oy did not want o hear—or did not want
ha fenerican Deopie 10 hear—were thase:

4. Bdgar Hoover: recent wstimcmy that
Boviet cemsulates would broaden Soviet e~
plonsge and make security mere dificult

The precsdent-shatiering grant «f diplo-
eido tmmunity to consular oficers.

The dificuity that Latin Americar natioas
¥ fuce in rejesting Soviet eenowiaim after
the United Miates has scsepied.

The lmpractionlily of trade with i sstien
hat des ROt respest COpigEt o pstam
ogements. .

The fallure to ahvain eonesssions far the

Angust 19, 1965

righta of American citisune who are
ortmer nationals nf the Sovidt statas.
De facto recognition of the imsorporation
of Lidwuania, Latvia, and Mstenia tato the
Soviet empire.

{Prom the Washington (D.C.) Pest,
Aug. 8. 1908}

Oomerian Comvmwrana

The Senate Foreign Ralatiens Oumenities
has dome well i reparting ewt at Jast the
cemsuiar cowvention with the Sowiss Dhukm

consular convention since 1t Armt was agreed
0 st the end of May !sst year. ‘The com-
Mittee han taken ite time i acting snd it
5 0 be hopat that the Benuts will premptly

£y
e
HHIRL

i
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L
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is no question but thed the
oates of this harmful treaty, who sre
10 appease the Ruasian imperfo-osionialists
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aundreds of priests, ministers and lay-
e s0ill in adl.

Fourth, A restoration of the admin-
istrative tndependence of the former
Hungarian Bolyal University from the
Rumanian Babes University, and the
1ame procedure to be appiied to the Phar-
maceutical-Medical College at Marosva-
sarheiy—Turgu Mures.  Restoralion
whenever possible of the administrative
independence of Hungarian high schools
and grade schools, and in any case ex-
pansion of the Hunganan sections in the
£X18LINg oDes

#ifth. Creation of & statewide Hun-
garian cuitural federation which exists
4ven in other Communist countries, the
=reation of & separate writers’ union and
- actors” academy and opening to the pub-
‘ic of the Hungartan libraries and folk
art museums at Kolozsvar—Cluj, Maros-
Jadarizsdy—Turqu Mures, and Nagy-
snyed-—Alud.

Hixth. Permission to use the Hunaar-
ian langwage tn speech and writing in
‘ifungarian-inhabited areas in public and
n official documents.

Heventh. Reaitachment of the districts
2 Haromssek—Trei Scaune—tio the Hun-
farian Autonomous Province and the res-
‘oration of the original boundaries—
1953-81-—of the sams.

Zighth. More proportionate employ-
went of Hungarians in local administra-
iye offices, including the police.

Ninth, Quarantee of the freedom of at-
fending the churches and synagogues and
Joimeion of the education of those wno
FANL W enter priesthood of minisiry.
Hestoration of the full {reedom of Aron
arton, bishop of Gyulafehervar—Alha
Julia—and Alling the vacant sees.

R = T

THE EISENHOWER DEMURRER

{Mr GOODELL 'at the reauest of Mr
“FATSON) WAs ETRnled Dermisaion to ex-
‘end his remarks at this point tn the
fzcoms and 0 include extraneous
sniier.)

Mr. GOCODELL. Mr. Speaker, I be-
lirve the permanent Racors of the Com-
«vess shoukd inctude a very significant
and intelligent editorial which appearsd
in the New York Times today. There-
fore. under unammous consent, I include
ihe following entitled. “The Elsenhower
tiemurrer”.

I'me ZIskNHOWER Demusacs

ihe usttie on Van Tuong Peninsile makes
s7ident Wb extent to which Amertoan troops
72 BOW @lrectly engaged In combat 1 South
¥y In these circ the tfues-
T:zm of how the ('nited States got into this
Land war In Asia takes on politioal sa well
s Distorscal interest.

Z0ih were Invoived !n the remarks of
Emer Pragicient Ficenhower who conferred
=ith Republican congressionai leaders, then
demurred from Preaident Johnsonn frequent
suggestion that Lhe current military in-
#oivement 18 Vietnam ia the consequencs of
4 iepublicen commitment given in 984,
he (agt that he Koresn war became & criti-
<8 domestic poLtical 1saue tn 1952 18 i all
31110,

iieneval Kiwenhower emphasized his Delief
vt “the Oommunists must be stopped in
Fistpar.” Hut he said that his October 1984
istier ta Pressdent Ngo Dinh Diema. cdten
4uoisd by President Johnson. was & Dledge
2 foreigm akl. not military {avolvement.
450 ba sresnd thal he never made a uni-
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isteral military commitment to South Viet- program 18 up $124 million; wheat
nam. oaly & multilateral engagernent through |y yp $48 ) milllon: the feed grain pro-
e.msoum, A:lm'hll'! OrpAAIMUAD.  yrem i up 8554.3 million; the cotton pro-

polnts are well takea. €ram is up $304.4 million; and the peanut

hotrs
Astan
ably,

2

xax:m:; f.“fm_m 2 sxng' d:rcwon— program is up $15.3 miilion. But even
that launched the program of massive Amer- With this substantial contribution by the
lcan military sssiatance to South Vietnam. U.S. taxpayer, the net farm income 8
Most Astans «nd most American allies in  up only $800 million over 1960.
Kurope have always had deep reservations  Opyiously these programs sre defialent
oy undoumted)y ‘ﬁ:“::‘ ¥ the Pederal Government has to spend
ican policy in southesst Asis snd it would m’:‘m farm income by only
he unwise to ignoce it. . g
The ehift from military sasstance and _ FAIM income is no greater now than
combat advics to direet participstion by It Was 7 years ago. And today, under the
American combat 70ops In the Vietnamese Dproposed legisiation before us. n addi-
War has again beem & unilateral American do-  tion to the proven fallure of the current
clsion, this tame by Prestdent Johneon. zx commodity programs. cotton s to be -
oaly was comgremsional debate svolded, ‘eluded on the list of programs dependent
there were repsated denials that such 8 d&- o yrost Gopernment payments. This
ctsion had beeni made. Indeed. the whale of - p '
fort was to make It agpear that nothing had  Dill Droposes to reduce cotton asreage by
changed i Amaertoan poltey since 1964 oash payments to farmers who out back
The American predicament it Vietnam ki Shelr pressnt acreage from 10 to 3§ per-
likely to eopen lomg before 1t is essed. OeAl. We all know that it does not fol-
American oasuaities are esrtam %o wmount. low that production will necsssarily de-
wummmmnuhle;ﬂm:lm crease merely because of o redustion In
Mo oot of American miking, but acreage. On the contrary, experience
Americans uniortunately may become the

s ther miimry numbws gow om mmatpmdmm'ulmw

sofl and o8 their firepower, uRAYOId- . which bothers

takes & toil of civilans as weil as  Another inconsistency

. me is the fact that while H.R. 8411 is nip-

The military decitions of the past closed posed to persuade cotton farmers to cut
out diplomatic options that then were open. production, it is apparently nt the same
This is what must be avoided tu the future. time allowing any cotton grower the op-
Diffcult decistons that tie lmmediately abead Loy niey' 1o roduce a!l the oot he
may oscoms even more dificult politdeally \oopes ko any risk of penaittes and
when warfare gives way to nerouation, as of withou
cme day ft must. It o sssential that tne Of course t subsidy.
sountry be clear at evary stagy where it la  If this measure is defented, mort of
hetng ied and why. ummno&“nnn the commodities included will be soversd
been the case in the past, It is all maee P rams which, although
reason {or straightforwardness ) be the rule gt;:gptuﬁ’g,e either, are still pref-
BOW.

OMNIBUB PARM BILL

(Mr. MOORE (at the request of Mr.
WarsoN) was granted permission to ex-
6nd his remarks at this point in the { believe that the sgricultural

lude extra mat- community must move back to its origl-
;!:zonmd&oxm peod Dal ree enterprise position. It must go

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I would D8k t0 the market-price rystem rather

ifke the Members of this body to know
ihat I firmly oppose HR. 9811, the omni-
bus farm bill. The very fact that It is
an omnibus bill disturbs me. Each of
ihe programs contamned in this legisiation
calls for the commitment of milliona of
dollars, and I therefore believe that each
should be closely examined by the House.
Without a separate look at each program,
how on earth tan we ever attempt to sep-
arate. w0 to speak, the “wheat from the
ohafi”? This bill means higher feed
grain costs (o 18.000 poultry firmers and
16,000 milk cow farmers in West Vir-
ginia

HR. 9811 proposes an extension of
existing subsidy programs which we all
&now have {alled miserably in the past,

As 1 said previously, there have been
s fow USDA programs which have been
succeasful, and this is why | was in {aver
of the ASC program. But on the whole,
these farm subsidies have not acoom-
plished anything for the small farmer.
And, may 1 assure you that the small
{armer. particularly in the Btate of West
Virginia, is who [ am most conosrned
about. Accordingly. since HR. 9811
merely calls for a status quo {n the agri-
cultural situation in tois country and
there seems (o be no suggestion of a sub-
stantial improvement nor even an at-
tempt to solve the farm problems, I can-
not and will not support the biL

and the establishment of new programs h
that will necessarily result in the spend- :
ing of billions of dofl mmm‘[;;smucomommm )

vears. [ agree that some of the Depart-
ment of Agricultures programs have - The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentleman from

heen necessary and successfu.. The ex-

penditures for the many commodity pro- Illinois (Mr. Drawinski) is recognised
grams however have been neither neces- for 13 minutes.

3ary nor have they been successful inim-  Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr. Speaker, the
proving the tncome of cur Nation's farm- growing mterest in Senator FuLseicRY's
ers. Meanwhile, the cost of our com- raflroading of the Consular Convensien
modity programs has incrvased tre- with the UESR. encourages me 69 rec-
mendously since 1960. The 1984 rice - ommend again that our Committee on
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